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The National Prisoner Statistics
program and the National Crime
:Survey could not operate without:the
: eration of literally thousands of
Pndi iduals across the Nation w
volyntarily devbte time and eﬁe to
complete forms or grant interviews. For
both _programs, the Bureau of thed
‘Census ff
ithie Law Enforcement Assistance
:Administration. Numerous {ersons in
were responsibi
ementing the programs

leach'agen
rtyears for i

in this report. Their names
in publlshed reports'm the
NCS senes

"The‘Tﬁ'lpetus for the development of
this nontechnical presentatjon arose
from a desire to give the pjiblic a

ore geferal overview of ¢rime and

cts as data collection ager or

in recent’

that yieldedthe informafon|presented.

cnmmals than s fumished in®

. published NPS and NCS reports. ' i
- LEAA’s Statistics Division ‘administers

both programs under the supervision
of Charles R. Kindermann, assisted °

by Patsy A. Klaus ahd Carol B. Kalish.
The gathering and processing of data

in the Bureau of the Census wereundexy -
_the general supervision of.either ¥
” Marvin M. Thompsgn, Dermg:graphic

-.Surveys Division, assisted by Linda R.

Murphy and Carolyn Y. Thompson, or,
of Caesar G. Hill, Business Division, -
aided by Chester E. Bowte. The report
was prepared in the Bureau’s Crime
Statistics, Analysis Office,. under the

'general supervigion of Adolfo L. Paez. '
A technical review of the report was, - - *

performed in a unit headed by Denn‘is

*J. Schwanz, Statistical Methods -

Division.
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SN \ Crime, cannot Neasured dlrectly lts
amount must be mferred‘from the frequency of
Co -‘_' ‘some occurrence colmected,‘_\mh it, .for,
- _exar'r;p‘le', crimes breught to Qe‘a't‘:t'entidn of
| ohce, persons arrested; prosecuhons*
.convictions and other dle)OSlthﬂS’, such as
probatlon or commltmeni Each of these may |
‘be used as an mdex of the amount of crime.
In -general, the sensntlveness of these mdexes.l

. is m ‘the order in whlch they are glven. above.

] |

. S, \ ‘ President, Herbert Hoover’s
’ -‘ Research Committeer
L .. . on Social Trends, 1933




While remaining strong, the traditional .

. dependence on administrative records as

sources of statistics on crime has been

diminished during the past decade throtigh the ~

installatiori of data collection and analysis
systems that are brirging a higher order of
sensitiveriess to crime accounting and,

. perhaps more importantly, a greater insight

.into the burden placed on American society

by the perpefrators and victinis of crime. The

. Omnibus Crime Control and Saff Streets Act

of 1968 authorized the Law Enforcement -
Assistance Administration (LEAA) to develop

_program. Since that {ime, LEAA has initiated
a number of new statistica\systems, as well as
teinforced certajn existing o
numerous aspects of crimi I justice. This
publication’ deals with infognation from two
statistical systems, orie old*but periodically
modified, the other new and in a preliminary
stage of development with respect both jp
methodological issues and the interpretation
of results.
The older .
Prisoner Statistics (NPS)-program - was
instituted a half century ago for the purpase’
of gathering and disseminating information on

>State and Federal correctional inistitutions. -

Two elements of the NPS are represented in

* this mbﬁcation: the Survey of Inmates of State

onal Facdilities, which was conducted
in 1974, and Capital Punishment-an-annyal

. census-of grisoners under sentence oi,death

throughout the United States.

-
- . . .
-
+ L)
L4

ftheﬁao system$ — the National\ ] .
- should not be censtrued to apply to all forms— o

- . - .
The second system — — the National Crime ~ ~ «
Survey (NCS) — was established early in the
-1970's. While sharmg the inability of other <
programs to measwure all criminal offenses, the

NCS relies upon uniquely qualified sources'—

the victims of ciime — for pagticulars on

selected classes of crime. Based on a con- -~ o R
finuous representative samplg of abqut - .

* 60,000 households and 14,000 businesses

per year, the NCS Virtimization surveys ‘snnce

" 1973 have sne]ged anhual information on the, q ‘ et

impact and characie ¢s of the following #
crimes, whether completed or aftempted: rape, :
robbery, assault, burglary, Iarcqny, and rhotor |
vehicle theft, Combinedthe first threé - - !
-offenses are categonzed as “personal crimes of .+
violence,” or as “violent-crimes,” in this and ~ » .
othef publications dealing with NCY results: |
It must be pointed out, however, that he NCS.‘ ‘

_ does not measure other violenboffe

namely homicide and kidnaping; therefore,

findings presented herd conceming violénce? .

of violent crime. Suppletentary surveys
conducted underthe NCS program in 26 large
cities during 1974 and 1975 provided tertain
public opinion data- used in this repori~"

LEAA admimsters  the NPS and NC$
programs. The colfection ‘and processing

of data are pe!-formed by the Bureau of thel\
-.Census i Y
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Preface ;. - , - _
Introduction SR L '
Myths and realitles . '
k . . about national.crime trends a

.« &. . about the extent of violent crirte

. . about crime in big cities -
. ..about police performance

© . ..about reporting crime _- .

. . . about minoritiés and the police
cee about neighborhood problems
. . . about neighborhood safety
. about fear of crime
- about crime against the
. about crime against women
. about armed violence .
. . . about weapons and injuries’ )
.. . about using force for self-defense
. . . about victim injury
. about the classic hold-up
. . . about residential burglars .~
. . . about victim-offender relationships
. . . about serious assault by strangers
. . . about the criminal as a loner
.. . about drugs and crime
... about unemployment and crime
. about blacks on death row .
Blbhography ) -

-




This publication is designed to acqurdint
the géeneral public with selected

+hdings fronrthe NPS and NCS
* programs. -The ceverage is limited to
. subjects of contemporary. interest z and

to resilts that would appear to
challenge certain “conventional

" beliefs"-about the nature of crime in .
. the United States. It is recognized,
‘however, that individuals may well

reject the implication that some (or all)
of the propositions set forth are indeed
myths. By limiting the,supporting
evidence to selected NPS and NCS
data, moreover, it is also conceded
that data from other systems, based.on
differing cove?ages and methodolo-
gies, may possibly dispute what is

. suggested here to constltute reality.
)

Addressed to a broad audie nce, Myths
and Realities about Crime differs in

- severgl respegts from other reports’

officially published under the NPS and
NCS programs. The publication’
technical cohtent has been képt to a
m;nlmum Descriptions ofthe complex
ta gatheringand processing methods
intrinsic t6 major statistical systems
have not been included. Analytical

~ guidelines and definltions of terms are*

absent too. Moreover, except ‘for tiye

L}

10

item dealing with capital punishme
(which happens to be the only one
based on data from administrative
records), the statistical.data presented

__inthisreportare estimates derived from

surveys in which the respondents -
participated voluntarily. Because
these data are not-the products of

.complete enumerations, they are

subject to sampling variability; and,
as is trde for data from virtually any

" collection effort, the data are subject

to nonsampling errors. Although the_,

" report does not. elaborate about thése |

and other constraints inherent to
suryey data, all statements of

.comparison based on such data have

been tasted for statistical significance
at a minirfum level of 1.6 standard
errors. In ather wotds, the chances

*are at least 90 out of 100 that the

differences described did not result
solely from sampling variakility. In fact,

- the vast majority of comparative state-

ments passed at two standard errors, or
the 95 percent confldence levél.

f
As 1nd1cated: Myths and Regﬁties _
presents-only selected information
'frons)uo majof statistical systems.
For. many of the 23 subjects covered, *
the respecﬁ\:%systerps have vielded a

*

k|

Inti'odqi:tion

-

] . *

" wealth of additional data® They have

also addressed numerous other topics
pertaining to victims and. offenders.
Comprehensive coverage of these
results, together with definitions and .,
documentation of techm‘al and

¢ methodologlc Jmatters, can be found

in an dngoing series of reports, some of
which are listed in the annotated
blbhography at the back of thls
publlcatlon

-,
-g’."_.
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I T ) Myth A )
A . ' Crime'in the Nation is nsmghby
J o | . leaps and bou
Co e
? T Re'aht_v
. . .7 Theincidence of certain major :
S L " crimes of violei d comnfon
o -theft iS just about keeping pace- .
o S e \mth populatldn growth,

ia . a . .
. .. - L.

.

'+ - Americdn people, as well as their homes and businesses,, were

\" W"i&; :

A strong degree of stability characterized the. fate.at which the °

vu:tlmlzed durmg 1973-76 by the sefected offenses measuréd by the

- - ‘National Crime Suwey {NCS). Year-to-year fluctlhl;lens in’

victimization rafes were relatively small; even-when statlstlcally

‘significant,-and an dverall ‘trend had vet to form. ‘Although addttlonal x

confu'mation is needed, the possibility is provocative that crime, like |
other measurable human activity, undergoes charige in a grad
undramatic way. It cannot be overlooked however, that the volume of
: NCS-measured crime was ]'ngh — averaging an estimated 39.9
‘ mllhon v1ct1mlzatlons per year, including about 5.8 million violént .
: i " offenses
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W s : O oy
, . : . Personal, household, and .
. - . -~ commercial crimes: Victimization
L L N - rates for the United States, by sector -~ °
¥ . T . . andtype of crime, 1973-76
s . . ' i -
f Lo . ' t . . * ' ' *
ﬁf type of coome 1973 1974 1975 1978 Swtor and type of i 1923 19M 1ers g% ' ’ .
Prruanal socwe! Household sactor? . '
Crimes of oleace 28 B0 23 NI Sugley Ny w1t 917, BIg ’
Roge————" H——— 09— 08 —Forcirwty——— 90T 30— -
" Compleet ¥ 03 03 03 02 Unowid sty wihout fos ¢ 419 424 405 377 ' .
Artemgted a1 07 1] 08 . Attempied lorcbla ensy. we w0t w3 ANs .
Robhery . 87 72 88 65 Household laeany wo iws s 1
Robbery weth oyary = 24 23 21 21 Less than S50 87  °m8 783 N7 .
Fom sénous s3sadt 13 13 13 "o $50 or mom 269 '3‘29 n %66 .
w ) 10 10 09 1.1 Aot 0ot avadatle 37 'Y} 38 a0 " i
m-;ﬁ,ﬁm a4 a8 48 A4 Amewend 1 80 18 87 - -
Assaoht ' M3 MG B2 253 Motor vehle thett 181 188 195185 ¢
Mgravand assach 04 104 **ge - 99 Compirted - 126 120 125 w01 N '
With miury 3t 33 33 34 Attormgted T84 68 10 6.3 . N R
v Atempid with weapon 70 10 *83 B4 Number of households (1,000} 70442 72183 1560 74956 , *
Swiphe assault 148 e Ci58 154 ® .
T With ey a? 36 . 41 a0 - .
Atmmpted without veragon 11} 1079 na na -
Chmes of theft 91 U951 960 981 Commescl sectrd .
Parsonal rceny weth contact 3 31 T 29 Bugwy 037 ‘ume1 28k 73
. Purse spafthug 11, 09 11 **p9 Complered 113 *1708 - 628 el ) .
Compieted 08 08 07 **05 - Atewpied §23 £56 810  *532
Attempiwd 04 04 04 03 Fobbery 38 388 394 - 365
Pocket rekeng 20 22 20 20 Compieted W6 309 7 0§ M5
Personat lircany wieot contact 860 °920 929 932 Attompled 100 18 90 99 .
Prgulation age 12 and ows (1,000) 164,363 167,058 189,671 , 171,907 Numbr of busiesses {1.000) 6800 6880 6709 72098 MOTE Detadt may ol add o total because of roundng N
" - & . ) . * Syuficantly ditferent Hom the precading year's rate af the 95 gesoent
! + conhdenes |§U‘ﬂ + . d
- ’ Y . ' **Synficantly detfereny from the preceding year's sate af the 90 parcent - )
| - . confidence level, the sbisence of astensks oo 197476 hgues dmons
’ . . * eihei 00 change wr ratex or the lack of statistical sighicance o .
, . ‘ apparent change
. . 1Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over i
' _ B » © 2Rate per 3,000 househalds -
. IRate per 1,000 commetcral stabhshenents.
. ) Saurce: National cfime survey « )
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About the extent of
violent crime

*

Myth # . -
Most crimes measured as taking .

L place in the Umted.States aréof a
violent nature

*

df e et Reahty :
SRS A ,° Of the:NCS-measured oh‘enses, "
& ‘ ) : _ the vast. majority are against. ;' .

. *. . property only andig.not involve

— ' personal violence or threat.

. L . . ) * 3 ‘. !
_ Although the National Crime Survey gauges the occurrence of but a
* limited number of types of offenses, those involving violence — rape,

- personal or commercial robbery, and assault — made up only about

14 percent of the total volume of crime measured for 1973-767

Larceny of personal or h
crime,accounting for some

L

usehold _property was the most commeon
2 perg_nt of those measured. Abqut one-

“ifth of the offenses were burglaries,

ost of them residential, and the

remainder (3 percent) were motor vehicle thefts. It must be pointed -
out, however, that two major violent crimes, homicide and kidnaping,

are not addressed by the CS and that the program was not designed * :
to measure a vanety of pro erty offenses, including white collar crimes

) ~ and commercial larcenies.

. ’~ B : r
= L -
g *
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. . - A - Personal, houschold, and -
' . - N\ commercial crimes: Percent of
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K . I 7 / . . \ X of crime, 973.76 . . .
/ S ' — s -,
* A 4 . N .
. &, \ ' -
v . o = e
4 - “ P - . R * * e L
: oo Rape 0.4% o . "
. Personal robbery 2.9% : y
™ v - LS
' Commercial robbery ceel . . L
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'y Commercial .
T | busglary 3.8%. " N .
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?%- . :4’ . - Note' .‘v 4 "\F‘.
M Household 159.8 million completed and * .
- i " burglary attempted victimizations
p'l * 1 _ > 16.-6% . - . » ;
¢ " Sector: - - . ‘
_ >\]- ______ . Personal ~ -
. i )r LS - . .
. t : » Household o | Household  °
. ; larceny . _ . o
. v : 219% Motor CO al
) -~ ' vehicle- T~ .
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Aboutcrimeinbig coL T T T S PER
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S | .+ .. . ' Myth *
R ‘ I T .+ The'larger the CIty’the greater
R ' ' e .. the likelihood that its residents
) “ ‘ oo il be the vietims of crime.
T b s . - o Reahty
0 . e For certain crimes, the residents
o7 TR . . of smaller cities have higher rates™
_ AT ‘ . \‘ i “ than those of our largest cities. -
- , ‘ L - The rates bf assaul né{ or household larceng, and resnden,tlal
5( ¢ . . burglary have tende s pelatively lower for people living in our
, L Ty B largest cities {i.e; mtulon qfs m/&e populatlon) than for those residing
S X ' . in smaller citieS: Personal robbéry rates, however, have been higher
. o _ ., ariiong the residents of.the largest.cities, and th¢fccurrence of motor
I - ik , vehicle theft has be‘en more pronbunced for households located in
ke Ly " cities 6f Y:million or mdre ihhabitantgthan in smaller ‘orles, Cities in the
o . ——Vz to lmlhea-pepulation range ave evjdence& a relatwely high
= - . | ‘ househofd burglaryrate.”
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Abo l{lt police |

performance

Myth ‘
;. _ In general, resndents of. large
' cities believe their police are
| dqin'g a poor job.

" L] ¥ { L : tom
3 h

. R
Reality ;|

If the opin‘icjs of residents of
numerous citiesiacross the Nation

are indicative, the vast majority -
P{the performance
of ,their police.

is satlsfled wit

(\ .
When asked if their local pollce were doing a good average, or poor
job, some fdur of every five residents of 26 cities surveyed during

1974-75 gave ratings of good or.average. Those who characterized .

the police work in*that manner accounted for ap sroximately W*2
million of the estimated 21.1 million persons age Iﬁgnd_ over living in
those cities. Some.2.5 million rated the police as poor, and 1.4 million
had no opinion on the matter. Each of the 26 localities surveyed had a

total population of 100,000 or more, and the group included the
Nation’s nine largest. cities. Combiried, the 26 cwf‘és’had an estimated
mid-1975 population of about 28 6 million. The interviews, however,

. were taken only among persons age 16 and over, and half the cities

. ; " ‘were surveyed in 1974.

Y - y,
roo® T, . ; ’ 25
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Residents of 26 central cities: §
Ratings of police performance, *\ -
1974-75 ' '

[4 i

NOTE: Detail does not add to 100% because of rounding.
Data based on surveys conducted in Atlanta.
Baltimore, Boston. Bulffalo, Chicago. Cincinnati!
S Cleveland. Dallas. Denver, Detroit. Houston. Los
Angeles. Miam. Milwaukee. Minneapohs. New
v Orleans: New York, Newark, Cakland, .
Piuadelphia, Pittsburgh, Partland {Oregony. St
. Louis. San Drego. San Francisco. and

70 — 80

T A )
. %% 100
"v ‘j: "e -’ "9- l

Washington, DT

. * ‘
Source: National crime survey . A
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About reporting - | | - )

- cﬂme , ‘- . f 7 ‘ —
R . Most crime is reported to the
f . _ - | et ‘ police.

Redlity. = -

, ‘ . Slightly fewer than half of all

A | - . . * offenses measured by the - »

- T o _ ' Natiorsal 'Crime Survey are o
* - known to the police,

‘ Although the rate at which victims réport crimes to the police has
» T ) ‘ . varied widely depending on the type or seriousness of the crime, fewer .
' than a third of personal offenses and only 38 percent of household .
incidents were made known to the police during 1973-76. These

» © - relatively low overall ratesof reporting can be ascribed in part to the
. prev?}gnce of larceny—the least well reported of crimes—among "
' offerises against individuals or residences. Burglary or robbery of = .,

. businesses, together with motor vehicle theft, have had the highest
__police reporting rates. ‘Of all crimes measured by thie National Crime
Surey during the 4-year period, some 48 percent were reported to

the police. Whether incurred by individuals, households, or businesses;

b the more serious forms of .crime generally were more likely to be
reported; because of space limitations, however, the atcompanying

chart distinguishes two forms of seriousness only for assault. -

o ‘ \ ‘.." ) ‘ ' . ' - | ) ‘ .
QO 10 , ‘ ‘ - . ‘ 2\
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About minorities and - | ; | L

.the police | : : | ’

\ - Myth
" Blacks or Hispanics are less
‘likely than the population as a
. . ) whole to report personal crimes -
A : . " to the police.
Y ‘ . . “of
. ‘ o _ .. P
. . Readlity- :

. ( By and’large, the offenses .

' experienced by miembers of those

—

It . oo ' e two minority'groups are just

"t

about as apt to be reported as
are\cn es against victims in
genera]

L

, The rates at which black victlms‘reported personal crimpes of violence,
' \ whether the offenses are conSIdered collectwely or in vidually,

‘Similar findings applied to.the reporting of crites by vigtims of

Hispanic ancestry; except with respect to personal robbgries or
larcemes, which Hlspamcs were slightly less likely than vict
: ‘general to report to the police.

* . . r - -
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Aruitoxt provided by ERic

Q

Personal crimes: Percent of

victimizations reported to the

police by minority group (
- «" members; 1973-76 W4

&

-

at

IThe agaregate of rape, robbery, and assault.

- Personal larceny with contact and personal Jarceny

without contact

Victims in general

Black victims
R Hispanic victims ’ -
100 . ‘ )
,  Sourcé: National crime survey ’
” .
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About neighborhood - - L S
problems. | L Myth
' : ‘ The residents of our large cities
regard crime as the most

, 1mportaﬁt neighborhood
" RN : S . . ‘problem. -

>

Bl - : Reality
“ . Judging from the opinions of

many city residents, .
environmental problems cause
. . ]ust about as much concern as

DR = N ' .t ‘ co o - crime..

R AT

“Is there anything you don't like about this neighborhood?” This
question was asked of persons representing about 10.1 million house-
‘ o ' holds in 26 large cities across the Nation. Only 38 percent answered
“ves.” These individuals, representatives for some 3.8 miillion house- -
holds, were then asked what they disliked most about their-
neighborhoods. The two largest groups (26 percent each) felt that
. c¢rime or environmental deterioration—trash, noise, overcrowding,
. R . andthe like—were the main problems. Fourteen percent of the
* L - ' : residents said they were displeased-with their neighberg..«
) Miscellaneous problems, none of them exceeding about one-tenth of
e all responses, were cited by-the remainder. It must be remembered,
: however, that a majority of the individuals surveyed found no fault
- . , . _ ‘ w1th their neighborhoods

"“ 36 ‘. I o : ‘ 37 | ."'
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N v C | \, . R Residents of 26 central cities: y
. . ( v , : Most important neighborhood :
: ) e ' A / problem, 1974-75 ‘
tg‘: . , - + ) * é .
R . . >
! ' ' R
Ny Other and . _ ’ o '
) . parking not available . /. \ \
12% . . .. .
- o - t
+ " /
- o ‘ .
- ., .
- ’ .- -
A ] ? '. 4 ?
& : _ Inadequate ’ . t ) ~ .

| schools, shopping. . NOTE: Detall dogs nat add to 100% because of

: . 4% rounding. The cities covered by the surveys are

- i " Public . . v listed beside the chert on page 9

. transportation ) . o " - L
. . Y 2% ‘ . Source: National ctime survey
i R - . ) - ‘ 4 ¢
. - - . ¥ . B} ’ - .
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- L ST
AB{)ut neighborhood o . R : \
. ¢. ) ) a .. ) i ' . ‘ &
” { ) . L] . Myth ) -
e, . Most re31dents of large cities

. thmk their nelghborhoods are not
safe

-

¥ =

. . - . \ Realit_v

S L . N . : Most individuals feel at least

> . e . : " .. - reasonably safe when out alone

: 1 -, : N " "+ in their neighborhoog¥either in

. " ' I the daytime or at night.
d ' ) : r ‘ s '{"'»w

¥ : " - .. 1" Nine in every ten persons living in 26 large c1tlegﬁmeyed durmg :

. .o St L 1974475 felt very or reasonably safe when But alon%;n their

netghborhoods‘ﬁllnt?&gayﬁme Considerably fewer, althor.lgh stilla

majority (54 ‘percent), felt smﬂarly with respect to nightfme.

Concerning daytime conditions, “very safe” responses were the rqost

prevalent, accounting for 48 percent, whereas | reasonably safe” was

the most commonplace answer to the question.about nighttime,

. Only 3 percent of the residents said they were very unsafe when out

alonq.m their vicinity- during the day, but about seven times that -

- number felt l:kew:se about mghttime

-

t -




1
I3 ' ¢ 1
W B " ‘ — ”
4 [

) . - - . . - 7 +
R - (] .
:'_ 1

* . . + R
L]
. N s N
el - -

- w - " B
' .
! ' .
i - 4

. . NOTE: Detail does not add to 100% because of
: rounding. The clties covered by the surveys are -
. listed'beside the chart on page 9
1
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. ; Source: National crime survey Lt
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Very unsafe w. . -

Soa;iewhat unsafe
. 8%

Residents of 26 central cities:

Neighborhood safety when out :
alone, 1974-75" - . .
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Myth ~
Most residents of large cmes
have limited ‘or changed their
activities becausf* of the fear of

N ' crime.
/ : Reaht_v

‘ .« Iftheassessmentsofan estimated

] Lo 21.1 million persons are

e - 1i’ndncai&we slightly fewer than half

of all big-city residents have K ‘
personally altered their lifestyles
because of crime.

The belief that city people have had to modify their daily activities "
betausg of the threat of crime is widespread, even among city dwellers
themselves, The results of attitude surveys conducted in 26 cities .
dunng 1974 75 suggest, however, that this opinion does not
necessanly translate ifito a curtailment in personal‘activities. A vast g

_ majorfty of the residents of thqse cities thought that crime had caused

“people in general” to limit-or change their activities.in recent years. "
Most (63 percent) also believed that the resadents of their own
nelghborhood had done so. For themselves. personally, however, '
46 percent indicated they had altered their lifestyfes.. A slight majority
was of the opinion that crime had not affected the{ llfestyles '

»
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Activities changed
by people in general

Activities changed
by people in the ~

neighborhood
o ) )
" Activities changed )
by the respondents - ) : - )
personally g :
" ’ .‘ < ’ i
* 1 1 el i L :_ o 1 L .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
— . ) | Percent Lo
- + . v .

Residents of 26 central cities: A

belief that activities have been

limited or changed because of the .
“fear of crime, 1974-75

. ’ ;
NOTE: Excludes respondents who gave no opinion. The

citles covered by the surveys are listed beside
the chart on page 9.

Source: National crime survey -
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About ‘cﬂmé against
the elderly

&

. e

-

/

SV / Myth
N Elderly persons make up the
, _ " most heavily Victimized age
£e " group in our society.

}?ehlity

Rates of victimization are far
higher for young individuals
than for senior citizens.

\ ) . .
The National Crime Survey hagsglemonstrated repeatedly that the

elderly (age 65 and over) aré the vktims of personal crime, whether

quﬂvmg violence’ or theft only, atgmtes far lower than young

ividuals (2g¢~12-24). The rates fol résidential trimes’among °

househ headed bygk:@gpersons have also been comparatively
low. These findings, however, i the trauma and economic burden

brought about by cnme; gQLEﬁQno doubt wei h more heavily on
elderly victims than on young ones. The lower rates among the elderly

may relate to precautlonaly measures taken and/or to self-imposed ~

isolation designed to minimize exposure to threatening situations.

. NCS attitude surveys conducted in 26 cities during 1974-75 revealed

that senior citizens were more likely than younger persons to indicate
they had modified their activities because of fear of crime. Well over
half the estimated 3.2 million persons age 65 and over living in those
citles Sld they had done 50.

49
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] ;;é;v?‘e"réonaf and household crimes:

Type of crime Type of tnme
L 1973 1974 1975 1976 |end 1973 1974 1915 1976 - .
:d*l - z e i :Vicfimization rates, by type of crime
srsanal sctor . " ; . - .
Crmes of wolence - . Burglary {Sont ) - - ‘and age of victims, 1973-76
12:24 605 606 " 594 59D | 50-64 637 693 - 681 675 & - .
25-34 , 7 34B-,387 393 408 " 65 a0d oves $51 543 538 502 ! o,
1 3549 © B 209 WS 200 | Househod farceny & -
i 50-64 oo 13y 8 1S 22 | 1219 028 2059 20 1 T '
85 and o | - 85% 90 78 16 | 20-34, 1459 1750 Hts Mg ’ :
L Comesoftend T ¢ S®: o %49 1260 1458 M7 1447 - , .
1224 _IB&F 11578 1554 1473 | 50-84 . 840 888 M1 8B "~ — '
25-34 . 990, J062.7 3099 1132 | 65 and over 474 519 57 896 L %
35-49 720 70793 - 02 828 | Motor vehle theft ] L ~ 3
50-54 . 4B 494 S13- 588 [ 12097 us 50 n4 . s} ' ,
5 and over 27 Y US  BO | 2.3 87 29 07 . 243 ' .
Heusshohd secter* K 35-49 oax 09 .n7 189 T Rate per 1,000 population m each age grovp .
Burglary . 50-64 o158 143 150 123 Zinclges'rage. mbbery, and assavh
, 12-19 205 285 2145 W73 85 and over 51 57 62 6.1 Jincludes personal htn“mmmmrdpbmﬂm
20:34 " . w8 180 122 8 | - : wathout contact
35.49 931 ¥3 1015 928 i s 4Rate per 1.000 households headed by persons hnad(m roup
. b .. . ) . ' _
‘" - : N S Residents of 75 central cities:
| < . A belief that personal activities .
have been limited or changed
because of the fear of crime, by
age of respondents, 1974-75
- NOTE" The cities covered by the surveys are hsted
beside the chart on page 9
j I | - 3 ’ "
80. 90 .
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: About crlme against
women

- .+ Myth , '
e Women are more likely than men
- to be the victims of crime.

. .
[ /l\
N - . Redlity v
. ' For vanous personal crimes; tnen

are victimlzed at higher rates .

For personal robbery or assault,-as well as for personal larceny without

than women
v L

victim-offender contact, men have.been victimized ‘at appreciably

higher rates than women. With respect to the two violent crimes, men

had consistently higher 1973-76 victimization rates than women for

cases in which the victim and offender were strangers to one another.
Also, men werg somewhat likelier than women to have experienced

assaullts at the hands of nonstrangers. Aside from rape, the only NCS-

measured personal crime having a higher rate for women was Jarceny
with contact {i.e., purse snatchings and.pocket pickings); however, the
rate dlfferences for this class of ‘crime have been nominal, if not

stansticanly insignificant.

. .
t .
' . - . . i *
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’ - ¢ Personal crimes: Victimization rates y
. . ) - . - for persons of each sex, by victim-
. ‘ ' . offender relationship, 1973-76
Ll 4 » M N - -
S f \’—) . e Y . ‘ ) .
- L3 N R R
_ “ . {Rate per 1,000 persons age 12 and over} _ . .
" ; = f - )
1973 1974 1975 1978 = ,
. , Tyve of crime N, Mde  Female i Maie  Femde  Made  Femsle  Mae  Female AN -
- . E - _'_-.—1_ T : " Ll . ‘_ N L
. “Ciinnes of viokence M3 218 453 21.7 438 230 28 31 o .-
T By stangers 37 2 @8 21 Sws | w28 34 122 . . A
By nonstrangers _ ' 128 18,7 1.7 86 , 127 10.4 125 10.9 -
__Bage L T 18 {2F— 18 g4 17 8.2—L—14 - =
i By strangers ) 14, {2} 14 0 ) 1.1 0.2 10 s . ‘
By napstrangers @m , 03 4} 0.5 2} . 05§ A2 ] .
. . Robbery . 98 38 13 a3 - o8 40 - 81 40 . p = -
. ~ - By strangers 88 30 8.1 33° 84 33 718 29 . bl . S
. " By nonstrang 12 0.8 N2 10" 13 0.7 2 .o i e - .. =]
g ‘. Sy ’ M3 12 M 158 ;|7 WSO 338 178 - -
By_strangers 230 78\ 234.. 14 | 24 8.2 224 8.4 N : »
v By nonstrangers HA 88 nE 8.2 1n3 n2 . 83 o & .
é . ) v - . . . * '. o . - 1 .
Cines of thef 028 803 1088 @25 1084 848 1082 - 988 - ' Wt N
l ‘ Pﬂﬂl‘l‘ m - - . . + - . . 1 . » ’ - v . - - . *
. with contact 78 38 a0 Ly *2.9 3.3 25 32 T ‘ A .
Pursonal laccsnry - - .. T e AN 7 N .
Dwibow comact. ¥ 1002 T 788 - 088 792 1052 8L7 1037 < 838 /5 . ,
y - T ) : NGTE Detd way oot odd ko il because-of rooodiog, '
: . , _ o T Less.ghan 0.05 per 1,000, . . T
) . " . ™ ’ ¢ A0 90 purcent s condance e, e TN o7 B W B0
) - R - - siguaficantly ddiviont from that for females : i
- Y -_u ’ - v - * . ’ .
— e t - - : “A I N
' N ' Source: National crime survey . o
T ' ' ' : - i - .'e‘ t o~
l , 54 ) N . . ~ . SQ
| > o 3 ’ ‘ .
] - K * . !




g ‘ * { . Y
R "o s . <
I \ ,
' [ Myth-
. ‘ L . Aweapon.is used'by the offender -

*+ in nearly all rapes, robberies, and

;o : assaults. ~ .

r ' .
S Reahty
o Weapons are used in far fewer
- ‘than half all those crimes. «
) ad Of the three violent personﬁl cnmes measured during 1973 76 by /
’ ' the National Crime Survey, rape was the least likely and robbery was
- >

L . the most likely to have been pérpetrated by-armed offenders. With 35 -
\ ' " percent of all incidents invelving an offerider who used a weapon,

. hand, an“average of 71 percent of all robberiés %f businesses guring

. . B _ 4-year period involved armed encounters. Because of the

- . prevalegice of personal crifnes of vlolence, however, the._ average for
: all four of these crimes taken tqgether Was 39 percent

. i
. .
t e . > ' 1 +
. - L] . .
. ¢ . la
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assault ranked in between the other two pergonal crimes. On the other." -
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Personal crimes of violence and

weapons, 1973-76

»

. - commercial robbery: Percent of -
incidents in which the offenders used

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.‘ Weapon
" not used

v B L

Weapon
not used

»*
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¥ .
e —————
L3
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Source: National ¢rime survey
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injuries’ _,

About weappné and-

ﬁ‘g "’-'1

*>

Myth
" A victim is more llkely to be

. injured during an armed assault
or robbery if the offender wields a

- _ | other weapon.
" . Reality
S «  The victim’s likelthood. of

‘. : - sustaining injury at the hands
T of an armed offender is lessened’

®

armed offender, the likelihood of victim injury has been greatest when

.the crime was carried out with the aid of an objéct other than a firearm

“or. knife, such as a club, brick, wrench, or bottle &The presence of a
knife, as opposed to a firearm, Kas also been associated with a higher
incidence of vietim injury. These findings, based on 1973-76 National
Crime Survey data, suggest that vigtighs are less apt to resist a criminal
armed with a lethal weapon and, the\‘aiore are less likely to be injured.
It must be pointed out, however, that as presently constituted, the NCS
makes no determination of the actual cause of injury; therefore, the

accompanying chart should not be:copstrued to represent the
percentage of mcndents in which victims were. harmed by the weapons
listed. Also, the program does: not'measure kidnaping or violent

" “erimes resulting-in death, for which the relationships among types of

weapons delffer fg?m those portrayed for assault and personal

: N

robbery.

- 61

firearm rather than a knifg or .

v

. UL if.the meapen—ls-a—hreamﬂ——-'——-—
, Inthe ?3ourse of erthef' an aggravated asgault or personal robbery by an




Personl robbery and aggravated |
assault: Percent of incidents In
which offenders used weapons and
victims sustained injury, by type of
weapon, 1973-76

EY

bk

b .
NOTE. 'Excludes incldents in which weapons of moze
than one type were used, as well as those forwhich .

the type of weapon was not known. .

100 .

Source: National crime survey




-"Abotit using force for
. self-defense ' . v
e - DR ' Myth . -
R | : . People often use force or
L A~ R _ weaponsfor self-defensé from
- . > A : -~ criminal attack.

w " I ' Reality T
: . = ——Althéughvictims defend™

themselves in a majority of

: rapes, robberies,.or assaults,
=, L——\/ : | passive méthods are more
' commonly used for protection.

L 2

Victims took:some measure of self-protection in about two-thirds of
the personal crimes of violence (i.e., rapes, robberies, and assaults) that
occurred during 1974-76. They were mast apt to have done so in
cases of rape and least likely in those of robbery. The likelihood of

_ *  employing self-defense did not, however, differ markedly if the
- . | encounters were between strangers or nonstrangers. Only with respect
to robbery were the victims appreciably less likely to defend themselves
" in stranger-to-stranger confrontations than in cases involving
nonstrangers. Although a substantial number of victims employed
physical means of resistance, suchas striking the offender {29 percent) - -
or using a gun or knife (2 percent), far more.resorted to a variety of
passiyve methods—sought help, ran away, hid, ducked, reasoned with
SR the offender, and so forth (58 percent). . .

Y
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» 66 . Personal crimes of vioﬁnce: Percent
Crimes of violencel 65 -, of victimizations in which victims .
e 67 took self-protective measures, by - -~

victim-offender relationship, L N
1974-76 . :

Total
By strangers
, By nonstrangers

, ” Personal crimes of violence: Self-
. i Ran-ardrove away, ..
Firearm or knife brandished/used (S ducked, shielded, ;Ivl;o;zc;ig e measures used by victims,
) - % ° : . étutched property. - :
26% i
Hit, kicked, scratched, t . )
. usecl other weapon 5 Y
. 29% . g’ . i [ i
Reasc:ned withor - - ) &
threatened offender . -, i E ’
y + 18% ~ ) o . . .
. - H . Ye“ed sought help, ) ’ ' NDTE: Detail does not add to 100% because of
I . tried to scare offender - ' ondre.
6 e ) 13% . Souroe: Natlonal &rime survey 7
o » 67
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About victim injury

Ki /

L]

.
* N
-
.
-
+
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-
v 4 ¢
5 . . ) ‘ s. \
sy My th - (T
‘. More often than not, the victims
: T . " of violent crimes other than
/o - homicide end up in a hospital. -
PR N )
S Reahty
T < Relatwely few vigtims of rape, .

robbery, or éssault get hospital -
Care, either in an emergency
room Or. as inpatients.. <

4

L]

I only 8 percent of personkl grimes of violence (i.e., rape, robbery,

and assaulf considered collectivlly) that happened dunng 1973-76,

th&victims were treated in. hospitals. Of those tréated, 24 percent -

obtained inpatient care, whéreas the majority received emergency

room treatment and .were released. Among. those hvospitalized as

inpatients, victims were somewhat more likely to be confined for 4 "
s or more days than for a shoxter penod

.'

+

.
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-

\ . | T . ‘ , . '..
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Nc; hospital '
care received
v 92% »

At

E

-+ Inpatieht”

24%

+

Length of stay .
- 1-3 days 8%

- 4+ days 14%

. Not available 1%

I

-' Emergency room
76% .

R A rounding.

—

" Personal crimes of violence: Percent
. of victimizattons in which victims
received hospital care, 1973-76 . S

"~

-
L] - L]

. Personal crimes of vielence: P@ﬁ‘céiit " .
~ ofwictimizations in which victims'

[ TR

", recefved Rospital care, by type of

]

N " - N b
' NOTE: Detall does not add to subtotal because of

- Source: National crime survey Co .
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Abou%thecms{g:"' C .. - '
. hold-up . . N |
- - ! - K R . )
) - o . . . Myth ) ‘ 3
. . T The typical personal rdbbery is
gt i, . . ’ carried out against a lone
S - LS . : ’ .pedestrian by an armed offender
{\g A EX x ) _ operating alone.

oL * Reality T

Although the victim is usually

] . - - * alone and outdoors, the robber *
_ daes not nécéssarily work alone

¥ -, orusea weapon.'

og e . L)

- - ] . + . .

- " ‘ . Whlle it is true that the vast bulk of personal robberies happened tolone
victims and most took place on streets or other outdpor places, about

* half of the incidents committed during 1973-76 were by two or more -
offenders, many of whom did not employ a weapon. In fact, unarmed
robberies took place just about as often as’ armed robberies; and

‘ the. presence of a weapon was somewhat more likely in multiple-
offender in€idents-than in those \mvolvmg offenders who operated :

\ , d ‘ ¥ , alone.




Y
[

Place of occurrence

-

Elsewhere
8 7%

- home
11%
Near2

I3

-

Number of off
J um\er.o offenders

Unknown number
" of offenders

4% T

Four or more

Inside own —offenders
. . 12%
n : One
home - offender
8% ( R T 44%

Inside nonresidential

‘Three or
more Victims .

Two victims 6%

74 -

building - ’

’

Weapon-}.
ndt

.

' used‘
52%

. Use of weapans, by number of offénders ~ -

' » \
&
. -
¥ H

- .
.
. -
.

[ ' .

- .

, . - ’

f

Personal robbery: Selected incident
characteristics, 1973-76

-

' 1

NOTE: Detail may not add to

100% becauge o )
rounding |5 s TN
. Z‘,é.'v-.’-’: <
Source: National crime survey ..
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A 'About residential
" n . burglars ' s

¢ ‘ ¥

" C ' , : Mth o
o R , * Household burglars usually /
- : : commit their crimes by breaking

\ y ‘ . into the premises.

L CoL - . Reality .

| ’ L ' . In a majority of completed
, : . residential burglaries’committed
- - , _ ' ' throughout the United States,
. . , s burglars gain entry into homes
. ‘or apartments without resorting
‘ ) to force

TF
-

i ' " Most burgldrs are succegsfully carrying out their crimes simply b§
a ‘ - entering through unlocked doors or windows, or by using keys.-Some
. N 57 percent of all cofnpleted household burglaries that tqok place
e : ¢ . " during 1973-76 were unlawful entries withoyt force, whexeas the

' T o remamder were forcible entries. Probably as a result of a greatey

| \ - I ~concern for household secunt&on the part of urban dwellers,
i L ’ burglaries of central city or suburban residences were moslikely
. ‘ . | "than those in nonmetropolitan “places to have been break-ins. -

.'a‘ zs \‘ ' - . i_?l“!,

4
. . : . F 4 -
Q ‘ , 34 - '[ T . . . . \
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S
. Household burgiary: Percent -
 distribution of completed '
victimizations,"by type of entry and
_ place of residence, 1973-76
TOtal- U-S. [
3 - * v .
. 1. B . .
l_. '.‘. ! '
Central cities ) " ) ' ' N
SﬁBurbs . N
t : ) Foréibl&entﬁ? '
y g‘ff.*‘ * Nonmetropolitan areas Unlawful entry o ., '
™ , wlthout iorce ‘t—
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About victim-offender : .
: - relationships o , T N

U R . e - Myth

e . ' ' - The victims of crime seldom

L know or‘recognize their

] g , . offenders.
: - , ‘ y Reality - '

- ] . A substantfal number of crimes*

' A . . are committed by persons known

y : ‘ : . to their victims:

-

, In35 percent of the estimated 22 million rapes, persenal robberies,
or assaults thattook place during 1973-76, the victims were acquainted
with, if not related to, the offenders. It is reasonable to assume,
moreover, that iany more crimes {especially assaults) by nonstrangers
( . . were not revealed to National Crime Survey interviewers. In addition,
. ) - attitude surveys-conducted in 26 large cities during 1974-75 showed
v v ¢hat an average of 36 percent of persons victimized in the preceding,
S . year believed that neighborhood crime was being commltted either by
£ persons living within the vicinity or by insiders and outsiders alike.
Nevertheless, the largest number of residents*attributed crime to
.o ‘ offenders from outside theneighborhood, and one-fourth did not knq 4
~ _ -~ .  wheretheculprits came from. Only 3 percent mdlqated their nei hbdtr'

C *  hoods were free o r;‘lte‘
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. ) Personal crimes of  violence! : LT
- ) . Percent of victimizations eommltted Coe
) ] by strangers and nonstrangers. :
AP 1973-76 : * 3
S ‘ . T L
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‘ : AN Residents of 26 central cities: ~ . . .
“ N There.ig no p&ighborhood crime = ,,Opinions about the pface -Of’ i R g
: : R ' residence of persons oomm!ttmg ‘ ; o
y - neighborhood crime,.by '
'y
- “People within neighbot h°°d are victimization experience, 1974-75 .
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People outside nelghborhood are . - Lo ’ .
. committing the cnmes . 3 - ) M. .
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" About serlor‘rs assaults
- by strangers N
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Myth ‘

: Aggravated assaults are more
likely to result in physical injury
if tbe\-attackér is a total stranger.

Reality

e v One’s chances of being injured

« ‘and ending up in & hospital are -

= ‘ somewhat greater if the assailant |

e . , R is not a stranger.

t
»

of the est:mated 2 4 miflign aggravated assa@R mitted during
1973-76 by friends, caﬁAal acquaintances, o relatives, some 38 '
percent resultedin physical injury to.the victims. This compares with a
30 peréent injury rate for the 4.3 million crimes in which the assailants
~ Were strangers. The higher injury rate among the victims of ,
noniangers applied to men and womien, as well as towhites. Women,
in particular, were more likely to be injured by nonstrangers than by
+ strangers. ‘There was no statistically significant differencebetween

" the two injury rates for blgk victims. As suggested by hospitalization

_rates for the victims of aggravated assault moYeover, persons attacked - -

by nonstrangngs probably sustained senous !njur{e relatively more
often than jose who experienced stranger* to-s:}ange\roffenses

The hospitalization rate te for the latter was some 5 percentage ° '

5 U pomts lower;
; - L t . .‘- . 1
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Aggravated assault: Percent of
victimizations resulting in victim
injury, by victim-offender
relationship,

1973-76 -

Aggrquated asstiu.'t Percent of.

victim ationsup which victims

-received hospital care, by victim-
. offender r

‘Inpatient care

ionship, 197376 -
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About the criminal e ~ , .
as a. loner - T LT th A
Cm : ' B A R ’% typlcal prison inmate is a
. L o L. o SR “loner” wfh no family orfriends |
T S TP — and l:ttlewsomal contact.

‘ - . S : Reality -
T e e T ’— T arha ¢cause most had lwsd L
N o R : ~=- * in a family sttuation-prior to thejr: ".

. - arrest, prisongrs are quite: h’kely ‘
. . ‘ , o L .- to maihtain regular-social LT
T - " . : o ' \ contacts dunng 1ncarcerg!non _
N BT R A Although somemmates of State correz:nonal facnhtles fit the stereotype :.-'.‘
K e - o . of the “social‘misfit,” dev01doffamrlytlesorfnendshlps, mostappeartb '
. i , . . have had se¢ial relationships tpth before arrestaind during 1mpnsqn-= . 9\ :
ST | PR ...~ . ment. Spme three-fifths of allinfmates questioned about their Iwmg
EEC N M : - p s arrangements had lived with-family ‘members before the arrest;
' . . T e " indeed, many were supporting relatives, or gthers, besides themselves >
. D _ o Once in. prison) 46 percent of all-sentenced inmates wegre. betng
- T S visited by family and/or fnends at:least montkily; 26 p Xcent had."
A S Ly . ] . Jess frequent,visits, and only .27 percent never saw“eutsrders The
LI I C vast majority of s ntenced inmates — some, 87 percen —-mamtamed ,{r
e | T . » . requldr coﬁr:unicatrm by telephone or letter. with relativ ;
o e e X _ acquanntances,‘ -Group: duded roughly;64 percentwho had uch
T ~ © L . ‘contaets atleas‘t once avwee cand 23. percent at least once’a mon ,
2 T - S addltlonal 7 percent had less frequent extemal cont cts., -

»
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Béfom - Stdte prison inmates? Social .
: relatiouships before arrest and .
during imprisonment, 1974
' . ! ' v
e T
" . j m ’ o it . -
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o Duﬁniimpﬁsonmem . 4. " 1 —_—
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f Had regular . ~ Yes tL - "
‘monthly visits_ - et : P -
© 7 from family or . L ’ ’
- fiends? No A
e . A , 1 " \v- - N LA
» " Had regular - . ) N, .
- ~contact- . lﬁ_ased on anstimated 168.363,|nmalg
- cLwith family or -, s who held jobs dyring.month prior to arreg "
friends 3 o at any time affer December 1968. :
.. ‘ngased on an estimated 160,772 inmates _
. e - with preamest employment and,;come
. ' . . 3Based on ap estimated 187.487
ot - L —— L o L nienced 1nfates .
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i About drugs and crime ARSI
. . 0- . - PR
- S : " 2 Myth’ .
. I ‘ Cy 7/" \\—\ .+ -+ Peopleare uspally under the
Lo e ' / S ' - influence of drugs:when they
a ;Q ] S S S . B “coimit-a crifne.
. . . PECEE i PRI . . -.r ! .. .
~ L ST e ; . Reahty : -
R . C R s ..+, -Ifthe experience of those
R ' L= - / @ o *";'*“'“'} impuisoned for all types of
s el : o N ‘ offenses is mdlcatwe the
. oL e e D \( © . occlrrence of most Crime canfiot’
PR T - - ( v o e, beattnbujed to drug-induced .~ -
' L > 0 oL : e T . . : 1\, -aberrant behaWOr
. ] . - : . - . : ¥ S
. A _ C ot s As of 19'74 a majonty of the mmates of Stafe correcnonal facilities:
| : ‘ Y - ®  wete not under-the inflifence of drugs (other than alcohol) when- .-
I L ) L ' pommltﬁng,the crzmes, whether agamst persons or property 'that led
, S T . ~ to ‘their incarceration. Roughly 1- in4 ofthese inmates had been under '
I -~ . . theinfluence of some type-of drug. Of those who had beefi on drugs, -
SO o ‘- 36 percent {or one-tenth of.the tota]) said they had been using’heroin
N e T / exclusnvely at the time of. the offense. An.equal proportion had been .
sl e T _ . 7% “under the influence of ope other drug, such as marijuana, < -
: S e e amphetammes, or barblturates q'he remaining.inmates hag beert -
N IR LR ) . "using a combwqtlon of two or more drugs
AR ' - _ BEEPERPINY T c,- e
| ,; . , . ©
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. : . . - Stqte prison inmates: Percent under .| .
. . : _ «influence of drigs at time of offense, '
. ; ¢ ' S 1974 - - ' NP
' . - Heroifl only i ' R o ‘ A s
_/\T\ . T . * ) |'. .
. ] o o N . T -
- One drug other, o, L . . \ R -
. than heroin — i . . LT

*
-

/ Coe ‘ ‘ .
e ".Not under B - : ) ‘ ey

-7 - * drug influente S B . L I ’ a : -
. g \ -, L - .,/ "1
N : P T 4 - i" ) -] ?
e \ . ’ . . N ‘
Y '  NOTE: Based on, the total prison population —

- an estimated 191, 367 inmates, .
" /’ . ' <. . - ° . . )
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About unemployment ) . :
and crime = L Myth . ,
A \ T o _ The typical person who commits

: . s r . o " - . acfimeis either unemployed or «
ol - : oo o o - ' on welfare

(T ’ ' Lo IR Reahty
{ o - ’ -~ o .Based on what is known about
, , ‘ . imprisoned criminals, most
S ‘ - ., - - persons who engage in crime
! A . ) have jobs and very few are
' welfare -dependent.

k ‘ Coy As of 1974, State correctional facilities wére not populated chiefly
: by the unemployed or indigent. On the contrary, roughly two-thirds
of the inmates had held jobs, the bulk of them on a full-time basis,

“ during the month before their arrest. Twelve percent had sought
employment during that period, whereas 19 percent were not looking ;
for jobs, either because they did not want to or could not work. As for

the main source of income during the year prior to incarceration,

some 77 percent of.the inmates lived mainly off wages or salgries.
—~  Only 3 percent had been dependent upon welfare assistance. It should |
. <. be pointed out, however, that among inmates who had income from ', .
' - _ any source, the median amount was relatively low — only $4,630.
-7 This figure was about 45 percent lower than the 1974 median for \
~ ,+ ~ allincome-earning males age 14 and ever, the group in the general
~ populatioh most nearly comparable with the inmate population. "

44 98 ’ . ! e , * ; 9? )




Staté prison inmates. Emp.'oyment
status during month prior to
arrest, 1974 -

_ NOTE: Based on the total prison population—an
‘ . ' estimated 191,367 inmates. .

. \

-

1 v
i .

. arrest, 1974

\*Blﬁ‘e prison inmates. Main souncq Z

. of income/during yedr priorto |
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NOTE: Bhsed on an estimated 168,363 Inmates who held

jobs during month prIor to atrest .or at any time
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, , . "Although blacks are over-
_ . T e T \ represented on death row-across -
L, R the; Nation, this overrepresenta- ‘
e tion i$"rhore pronounced in the
e South than, 1n the other regions. .

- eahty .

) Black overrepresentatlen on -

' : _ ‘death ro‘w is less prOnounced_ -

e .‘{- “Vthe South thén in:the other
¢ ) | - ma}ot;;reglons

o ’ \ 3 ;
Dunng the period 1972- 76 blacks made P 57, rcent of the déath "
row population in the South, 57 percent 15 the Nfr heast, 53 {“percent

in the North Central region, and 30 percentli the West: In that |
5-year interval, blacks constituted roughly 19 percent of the total' "
- .pgpulation in the South, 9 percent,in #he Northeast, sB percent in |
the North Central region, arid 5-percent inthe We Withinthe South
fherefore, blacks.were three times more likely to faund ond
row than in the general population. In the thyee other regu)ns blacks
were about six times more likely to be on d th row: than in.the
population as a whole. At the national leve], they were nearly five
times riore apt t&’EE

on death row than in t 'total U S. population

' .
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Black persons: Peréent inthe general
and death-row _population, by U.S, - -
- regiop, 1972-76 average’ .-
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- Tﬁe follovmn& official NPS and NCS reports issyed by the I.aw
'EnforcEment Assistance Administration relate to material -mc]uded' o
inghis publlcatlon Single ¢opies are available at no charge from ‘the’

ational Criminal Justice Reference Service, Box 6000, Rockville,
Md 2085(} Muiltiple copiés are for. sale by the-Superintendent of -
.Documents, U.S. Governmient Printing Office, Washmgton D. C
- 20402. e

‘ Na‘tional Prlson'er Staﬁsﬂcs' - ]

&

'S_uwey af Innfates af State C Carrectianal Eacilitiea — Advance

. .Re’port Special Report No. $D-NPS-SR-2. Washington, DC US
GovemmentPnntmg Office; March 1976+ .

' Based eh a nationwide suwey of some 10, 000 inmates conducted
: :'duriQ g January-February 1974 and in conjunctién with the Census of
. State"Correctional Facnlr{ es, this overview covers the-following subject
matter areas: demographic and socioeconomic characteristics; use of
" alcohol and drugs; offense, adjudication, and sentence; prison routine;
,,{'and ‘correctignal background. The analysis is drawn from 19 data

—y

\. . tables. The sample design and size, estimation procedure, and - _ - ..&, :
Vi reliabilltys of estimates are dlscusseci standard error tabl¢s and o,

_ instructxons for: gauging sampling variability also are included.

3 ff ‘Detailed reports covering several of the subjects of this advance report —

L - jare in preparation. ! .
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Copi_tal Punishment, 1 976. Bulletin Sf)-NPS-CP-S._ Washington,
\ D:.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, November-1977,

Most recert in“a series of reports based on data from awoluntary

' reportmg system instituted in 1926. Twenty-two data tables (most of

them cross-tabulations) pr, t-information ¢n the inmates’ sex, race,
age, marital statug, edycational attainment, offense for which

"imprisoned, legal statys at time of arrest, date of first sentence for .

capital offense, legal status as of December 31, 1976, and jurisdiction .
where held. A mail canvass was used to gather this information
from the Federal Bureau.of Prisons and from éorrectlonal authorities
in the 50 States and the District of Clumbia; the final completion rate
was 100;percent for all jurisdictions. Five additional tables‘give
historigal trends on executions since 1930, and the status of death™ -
penalty statutes throughout the United States is summarlzed in a final
. table

. r

L .
National Crime Survey

¢ .

" Criminal Victimization in the United States,’ 1975. No. SD- NCS-N-

7. Washmgton, D.C.: US. Govemment Printing Office, Decémber
1977.

1nter01ewsfw1th about 136 000 occupants of some 60,000 housing

units and with 14,400 businesses yielded the data in this report, third

ina series of annual releases of a-comprehensive set of NCS results.
- There arg 104 data tables, the largest group of which dlsplay :

. victimization rates — the basic measures of the occurrence of NCS-.
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_of conventional demographic and socioeconomic variables: Data on’
victim-offender relationships; offender characteristics, crime )
. incident characteristics, and reporting to.the pohce afe'also given. ..
* . Selected findings. are sunmarized. Methodologlcal and other - .
_technical informatlon, including 'a questionnaire facsimile and .
standard error tables, are appended: to assist persons WIShing further .
to mterpret the data ‘ . : . oF .

) . | - ‘

1975 and 1876 Findings. No, SD-NCS:N-§. Washington, D. W
hS Government Printing Office, November 1977, ~ R

Based chlefly on victimization rates, this is the th:rd report. assess~1ng B
year—to -yearchanges in the occurrence of crimes measured by the

NCS. Two subjeas of special interest — weapons use and reporting to .

.the police — are also examined. Information from 23 dét@rled tables is
summarized in a dozen charts. Two technical@ppendixes give

information on the sample, reliability of estimates, and standard error ,
calculations. ¢ P . N B {

» - .J' .

w7

. % Houston: Public Attitudes Aboiit Crime. No. SD- NCS-C-23. .- '
‘ ‘Washmgton, D.C: U.S. Govemment Printing Offlce, June 1978. . PRRPI

y 1"‘..;1 first in a series of reports presentmg the resulfs of attltud ]
prveys taken in 13 large central cities early in 1974. Four gefieral
. gpics. are addressed: crime trends, fear of cnme, residential prgblems .

.'Criminal Victimization in the United States — A Compan on 'of) R

measured crimes armong population groups distinguished on the basrs Bibliogfaﬁhy

.
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. and lifestyles, and local _pdficia petformance. City-wide estimates _
were'developed from interviews with the occupants of 4,866 housing
‘units(9,357 Houston residents age 16 and over). Data from 37 tables
"are summarized oh four charts. Comparable repoits will be issued
:during 1978 for the companion surveys, which were conducted in
Bostod Buff;} Cincinnati, Miamii, Milwaukee, Minneapolis, New
Orleans, Oakland Pittsburgh, San Diego, San Francisco, and .

. Washington, D.C. Each will carry a copy of the questionnaire, a

statement of methodo[ogy, and standard error tables.. As in-all. NCS
reporis there will also be a glo ogsary.
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